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ABROAD AT HOME.

The

Reagan-
Silence |

By Anthony Lewis

BOSTON, Sept. 11 — From the mo-
ment it took office the Reagan Ad-
ministration has carried on a deter-
mined campaign to deny the public
information about the workings of
government. The White House and
the Justice Department have acted
through a series of executive deci-
sions, without getting authority from
Congress for the new suppression.

" This week & Senate committee will
hold a hearing on the latest and by far
the most serious Reagan device to
prevent informed public discussion.
The occasion will begin to test the
ability and the will of Congress to deal
with spreading official censorship. |

The.subject of the hearing is a Na-
tional Security Decision Directive
issued by the President last March 11. -

. 1t orders all departments of the Fed-
eral Government to adopt & system of {
prior restraint previously used only
by the C.I.A. and other intelligence
agencies. Any Government employee
who has access to secret material
czlled Senmsitive Compartmented In-
formation (S.C.1.) must sign an
agreement promising to clear any
manuscript or speech that may con-
tain intelligence information — even
after he leaves the Govermnrment, for
the rest of his life.

Words like “‘sensitive” and “intelli-
gence” tend to scare off some people
who would ordinarily take.a hard look
at official claims; after all, they say,
the Government must protect its real
secrets. But the Reagan order goes

damageto national security.

| subject without prior approval. The

very much further. Its breadth — its !
truly astonishing breadth — became ;
clear when the Justice Department
last month published the official- A
*‘nopdisclosure agreement” w be
_used by Government agencies..
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The 100,000 Government workers
who see S.C.I1. will have to.sign the
agreement. But its terms are pot lim-
jited to S.C.1. — oOr even to classified
information. An employee must
promise to show future manuscripts
to censors if they may contain: !

‘‘(a) Any S.C.1., any description of
activities that pz'oduce or relate to

- 8.C.1., or any mfmmaucn derived |
Ah'omSCI' :

“(b) Any classified information

from intelligence reports or esti-
mates; or

“(c) Any informanan concerning

intelligence - acd'vm&s, -sources or
. methods.”.. -

Thelastof 1huse utegons covers
unclnsiﬁedmaterm.'rhesecondm-‘
cludes classified imformation trom '
finished i snmns,much
of which is common coin in Washing-
ton discussions-and is re-’
ported inthe press without claimed’

" The text of the agreement makes
clear that anyone who signs it'will be
covered for.the rest of his life. The
employee must “understand and
agree that my obligation to submit
. materials for review applies dur-
mgtbecmnseotmyamstoSCI
and at all times thereafter.” .

What this means is that & lawyer or
journalist oy scholar who works for
the Government briefly — a Cyrus
Vance pr a Henry Kissinger — will

Dot be able to write freely on pational
security issues thereafter. He will
have to clear not only books, accord--
ing to the Justice Department, but
‘‘newspaper columns, magazine arti-
cles, letters to the editor, book re-
views, pamphlets and scholarly
papers.” Works of fiction are includ.
ed, too.

1f you learn something while in
Government service, and later that
fact is disclosed by the President, you
may still need approval to publish it -
yourself. There is no exempt:oninthe
Justice Department text.

Nor is it clear that & person who
leaves government and years -later
learns something about ‘‘intelligence |
activities” is free to write about the
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S‘T Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2012/02/09 : CIA-RDP91-00561R000100030059-4

rean airliner has provided a telling
example of how the Reagan order

‘ would squelch public .discussion. All
' kinds of former officials have written
| about the affair — about Soviet tac-

tics and American intelligence abil-

lih&—-mwaysthatww]dnowre-

qmreapproval by a censor. s

In 1982 former officials wrote more
than 300 articles for the op-ed pages of
five leading American newspapers on
national security subjects. That does
not include the work of former offi-
cials who are now full-tirne journal-
ists. How conceivably could these

_ pieces be censored quicklymoughso~

they would still be publishable? _

The idea that an American govern- '

ment would try to inhibit discussion by
the best-informed people on the coun-
mr'sedxmalpagssmmdsndxanms.
but it is not. That is exactly what the
Reagan people want to do: Nanmal

- Security Adviser Clark, Attorney Gen- |

eral Smith and the rest. They want se- !
crecy, and they are ingenious and r&
lentless in working forit. - -

The heering this week, eanedbythe

“full Senate Comrmittee on Governmen- -
talAﬂaixs.shmldthrvw’lightm the.
-censorship campaign. The late Sena-

torBenryJaclson who bad a great in-
terest in the subject, will be missed.
".Another Democratic member of the
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committee is Senator Johm Glenn. |

Doequngresmre?Weshallsee.

text says that a former Government !
employee need not submit a manu- f
script for review if it contains such

material “lawhully obtained by me.” |
: What does “lawtully”” mean? Does it i
 include the ordinary leak? ' 1
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